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Abstract 

 

While shipping and logistics studies often describe the flows and 

networks on the level of firms and terminals rather than cities, urban 

studies pay limited attention to transport infrastructure and material flows. 

The renewal of network analysis based on complex systems will be 

discussed in this paper as a potential bridge between those two approaches. 

It particularly focuses on how transport and urban elements can be 

mutually integrated. The main conclusion points at the efforts to better 

untangle network/carrier and urban/territorial effects in the design and 

operation of shipping and logistics systems.  

Key Words: Complex Systems; Graph Theory; Economics; Systems of 

Cities; Transport Geography 

 

 

I. Introduction  

 

The spatial distribution of shipping and logistics systems, which 

encompasses all transport modes and operations, is an increasingly 

important area in transport and urban studies. However, the analysis of 
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transport networks includes only implicitly the urban dimension, and 

urban studies remain marginal in the material linkages within and among 

cities. In particular, transport geography has been developed in a rather 

autonomous manner, shifting away from mainstream geography due to its 

stronger specialization about transport infrastructure, actors, and 

operations 1 . On the other hand, urban and regional researches have 

increasingly focused on social and cultural aspects2. Such dichotomy 

persists nowadays in various fields, such as the New Economic Geography 

(NEG) where transport is approached by its cost related to the spatial 

agglomeration or dispersion effects3, and transport network analysis with 

little reference to cities per se4. Even though there are contrasted evidences 

about the interdependencies between urban and transport development, 

especially in the case of ports5 and airports6, the shipping and logistical 

dimension in a system of cities and its dynamics remains an unexplored 

area7. 

Two main questions motivate this research: why are urban and 

shipping/logistics studies mutually dependent nowadays? and how did 

network analysis become a useful tool to further bridge urban and 

shipping/logistics studies? To answer them, our first argument is related to 

the type and amount of available geospatial information. Before the 

development of the Geospatial Information System (GIS), geospatial data 

was difficult to collect, analyze, and include in theoretical models8. In the 

last 20 years, new research pathways have emerged in the area of natural 

sciences favored by improved technological standards and information 

availability9. Secondly, we suggest that the complexity science provides 

the framework for integrating heterogeneous data sources and varied 

scientific perspectives into generic spatial models.  

The paper attempts to synthesize a number of contributions that further 

bridged transport and urban studies. The critical review is limited to the 

level of inter-urban linkages, which poses theoretical and methodological 

                                            
1 Keeling (2007); Ng (2013) 
2 Hall and Hesse (2012) 
3 Fujita and Mori (1996); Behrens et al. (2006); Lafourcade and Thisse (2011) 
4 Ducruet and Lugo (2013) 
5 Ducruet and Lee (2006); Jacobs et al. (2010 & 2011) 
6 Dobruszkes et al. (2011); Neal (2011); Wang et al. (2011) 
7 Bretagnolle and Pumain (2010); Beyers and Fowler (2012) 
8 Waters (2006) 
9 Ducruet and Beauguitte (2013) 



Cities and transport networks in shipping and logistics research 

3 

 

problems to model the structure and to analyze the dynamics of a system 

of cities. We, primarily, review a number of classic transport network 

studies and recent works of urban and logistical aspects, discussing the 

method for merging a system of cities and transportation modes. This is 

followed by a review of how urban and logistical elements have been 

integrated in more dynamical studies of networks. The conclusion 

provides a crucial discussion about the legacy of previous researches and 

pathways for further integration between urban studies and shipping / 

logistics research.  

 

 

II. Network structures 

 

1. Spatial characteristics 

The physical grounding of shipping and logistics systems is one key 

component of the category of spatial networks, where distance (e.g. 

Euclidian) has a strong influence on the structure and evolution of nodes 

and links, as opposed to other types of networks such as social, biological, 

and scientific collaboration networks10. In addition, the literature on supply 

chain management, global logistics, and multinational firms focuses more 

on invisible links as in a social network11.  

Transport networks are described by their overall morphology12, which 

varies depending on each different modes13 . They represent physical 

objects where nodes are associated with origin-destination and junction 

points, and edges are related to physical constructs in a graph having more 

or less overlap with the actual network14. One of the main sources of this 

information is vector data. Points, lines, and polygons are stored as a layer 

in the GIS or specific network visualization software nowadays15.  

Classical measures were applied to many networks such as the 

density and connectivity of road16 , railway17 , subway18 , and river 

                                            
10 Boccaletti et al. (2006); Gastner and Newman (2004); Blumenfeld-Lieberthal (2009) 
11 Rozenblat and Pumain (2006); Dornier and Fender (2007); Rozenblat (2010) 
12 Kansky (1963); Garrison and Marble (1974); Béguin and Thomas (1997); Scott et al. (2005); Kurant and Thiran 

(2006a); Xie and Levinson (2009) 
13 Banavar et al. (1999); Kurant and Thiran (2006b); Xu et al. (2007); Rodrigue et al. (2009) 
14 Gleyze (2007); Rozenblat and Melançon (2013) 
15 Lambert et al. (2013) 
16 Garrison (1960) 
17 Dancoisne (1984) 
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networks19. Figure 1 presents the application of such classic methods to 

the Chinese railway network 20 , which allow to identify successive 

development stages based on the number of nodes (vertices), links (edges), 

and cycles (cyclomatic number) as well as the lattice degree (alpha index), 

density, complexity (beta index), and connectivity, completeness (gamma 

index). Most studies of transport networks that mention urban and regional 

development could only indirectly interpret urban aspects that were not 

part of the analysis itself21.  

 

<Figure 1>  Topological evolution of the Chinese railway network, 1906-2000 

(Source: adapted from Wang et al.20) 

 

 

It is only recently that methods of network analysis have been adapted 

to include both complexity science and geographical aspects22 in order to 

complement such classic measures. The complex network perspective has 

                                                                                                        
18 Ciceri et al. (1977) 
19 Haggett and Chorley (1969) 
20 Wang et al. (2009) 
21 Nystuen and Dacey (1961); Vickerman et al. (1999); Bretagnolle et al. (2010) 
22 Melançon and Rozenblat (2013); Gleyze (2013) 
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also been applied to all kinds of transport networks, such as maritime23, 

airline24, and railway networks25. The confirmation on their scale-free 

properties was not without recalling earlier literature on hub-and-spoke 

configurations26. In their study of three spatial networks where the airline 

configuration is formed by nodes (airports) and edges (scheduled flights), 

Gastner et al. (2004) underlined the influence of users' perception: the will 

to minimize the number of stops rather than the travel distance thus put in 

question the classic two-dimensional character of the network. When 

describing the topology of air and railway transportation networks in 

different countries based on nodes (cities of 50,000 or more inhabitants) 

and edges (direct routes operating more than a twice a day), 

Blumenfeld-Lieberthal (2009) did not consider the precise geometry of 

cities and transportation modes, nor did this work analyze the relationship 

between connectivity and economic activity (Gross Domestic Product). 

Despite important progress on the network dimension, these analyses 

had excluded the empirical relationship between nodes and cities, 

socio-economic data and transportation topology, and the influence of a 

system of cities in the flow of resources. Based on the information above, 

next section presents significant efforts to operationalize such integration 

based on a system of cities connected by transportation modes.  

 

2. Systems of cities 

The concept of a system of cities is one of the most widely used in 

urban studies. Nowadays, it is related to a network structure where each 

city (a collective spatial entity or contiguously built-up urban 

agglomeration) is interrelated to others and connected to multiple systems, 

for example social, economic, political, and transportation systems27. This 

concept has been used in economics and transport geography to 

understand the structure and dynamics of this type of spatial system. 

However, there are different interpretations on both perspectives about 

how to translate such a concept to system of cities, where the geometry of 

a city is more than a circular or monocentric shape in relation to the 

                                            
23 Deng et al. (2009); Hu and Zhu (2009); Kaluza et al. (2010) 

24 Li and Cai (2004); Guimera et al. (2005); Guida and Maria (2007) 

25 Sen et al. (2003) 

26 Fleming and Hayuth (1994); O’Kelly (1998) 

27 Berry (1964); Churchman (1968); Pumain (2006); Pflieger et al. (2010) 
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Central Business District (CBD), and interactions among cities are more 

than the assumption of a symmetric costless migration. It is important to 

integrate graph theory, complex networks, GIS technology, and economic 

fields into a particular spatial network with geographic and 

socio-economic attributes in nodes and edges (Figure 2). In recent years, 

spatial network models have showed an increased flexibility to add not 

only geospatial, but also socio-economic information to nodes and edges28. 

Yet, there are very rare examples of a direct integration of urban attributes 

in network analysis. Therefore, contributions from transportation and 

economics are needed to fully understand the network configuration 

(i.e. static structure), while complex network models help to 

comprehend the dynamics in a system of cities connected by 

transportation modes. 

 

<Figure 2> Interpretations of a system of cities (Source: own realization) 

 
a) New Economic Geography: system of cities based on a circular structure with 

distance introduced symmetrically among cities. b) Transportation System: specific 

topology of transportation modes with a planar network related to road 

infrastructures. c) Geographic Information System: geospatial information based on 

urban polygons and road lines. d) Spatial Network: system of cities connected by 

transportation modes where nodes have different urban attributes such as population, 

density, income, and rental cost. 

 

Transport geography, as an applied science, has generated specific 

models such as on corridor development29 based on real-world examples, 

                                            
28 Barthélemy (2011); Batty (2011) 

29 Taaffe et al. (1963) 
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but with limited application to other fields. Depending on the spatial scale 

and time duration of the phenomena, the information needed for modeling 

increases or decreases its complexity 30 . More recent developments 

included graph theory and complex systems into geographic information 

science, for example the Geographical Information system (GIS) and the 

Global Positioning System (GPS), in order to offer a realistic view to 

large-scale spatial network models, as well as various metrics to study 

weighted graphs or "spatial weighted networks"31. For instance, Schintler 

et al. (2007) combined raster-based, graph theory, and complex systems 

to analyze Florida's road and railway networks, thereby getting closer 

to the integrated analysis of a system of cities. 

The economic approach, on the other hand, has been attempted to 

describe the concentration and location of various urban activities from 

different perspectives such as urban economics, industrial organization, 

endogenous growth, and the NEG32. Although the transportation system is 

clearly seen as a key determinant of the flow of resources in the economy, 

it has not been introduced explicitly. Economics look at a system of cities 

formed by a collection of economic agents (consumers and firms) without 

or with limited spatial interactions, with static, comparative, and 

equilibrium methods as the basic core of the analysis. Two main principles 

have permeated the spatial approach in economics: a costless migration 

and a positive transport cost33. The most important principle indicates that 

distance does not affect the mobility of economic agents from one city to 

others. Henderson (1974), Wilson (1987), and Abdel-Rahman and Fujita 

(1990) included the conception of a system of cities in their models 

depending on the Dixit-Stiglitz assumptions of monopolistic competition 

and the null trading cost. However, they provided important economic 

mechanisms for understanding specialized and diversified cities. 

The second principle including space in economic models is iceberg 

costs, which consists of an increasing fraction of product prices because of 

trade, mobility, and commuting between two locations34. Cities were 

treated as points in a circular or linear spatial structure as in the "racetrack 

                                            
30 Bar-Yam (2004) 

31 Barrat et al. (2005); Barthélemy (2011) 

32 Abdel-Rahman and Anas (2004) 

33 Krugman (1991); Abdel-Rahman and Anas (2004) 

34 Krugman (1991); Fujita et al. (2001); Desmet and Rossi-Hansberg (2010) 
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economy"35 where the distance between two locations is the length of 

shortest routes in the circumference. However, the distance is neutral 

because “regions are equally spaced”36. Related models that included 

distance to explain the effect of geography in socio-economic and 

transportation behaviors are spatial interaction and gravity models37. Their 

main problem is the translation of physics and biology mechanisms into 

social decisions. When forecasting and evaluating alternative plans for 

cities and regions, spatial flow models were based on a Newtonian to a 

Boltzmann entropy-maximization perspective38.  

The natural answer of economists to oppose this problem was the 

development of spatial econometrics that deals with spatial autocorrelation 

and heterogeneity (spatial interaction and structure). Anselin (1988, 2006) 

pointed out four important parts of these models: specification, estimation, 

test, and prediction. In particular, the model specification, as well as in 

econometrics, is the most important part of the analysis. Without economic 

foundations, such models obscure the potential for understanding spatial 

phenomena. Therefore, the main limitation of this perspective is the non 

inclusion of transportation modes in theoretical and empirical analysis, in 

particular the transportation topology. 

 

3. Towards a better city/network integration 

A number of works have integrated geographic and socio-economic 

elements in their analysis of spatial networks, but often in an indirect 

fashion. For instance, the analysis by De Montis et al. (2007) of inter-city 

commuter traffic based on GIS data did not consider geographic distances 

and other spatial characteristics. Nevertheless, their analysis displayed a 

positive correlation between network topology, traffic properties, and local 

demographic and economic data, suggesting a strengthening of central 

nodes. Another approach was to delineate polycentric urban areas based on 

inter-urban commuter flows and clustering methods but without direct 

inclusion of geographic and urban attributes of locations39. Lugo (2013) 

modeled a system of cities connected by road as a planar spatial network 

                                            
35 Krugman (1996) 

36 Fujita et al. (2001); Rossi-Hansberg (2005) 

37 Andersson et al. (2005, 2006); Gorman et al. (2007); Patuelli et al. (2007) 

38 Wilson (1967, 1970, 2012) 

39 Tissandier et al. ( 2013) 
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and proposed a preferential attachment process based on the size of cities 

and infrastructure data. Following the complex systems approach and 

using the increasingly available geospatial information, the author 

visualized a way to model a system of cities connected by transportation 

modes as a spatial network where the topology and geometry of such 

modes define and delimit the scale of the system, and the characteristics of 

each city are introduced by adding information in nodes and edges 

attributes. This type of specification could provide a generic network 

model that includes explicitly geographic, socio-economic, and 

infrastructure features of cities and modes.  

Partly due to the absence of comparable data for urban studies, airline  

networks have become central in the analysis of systems of cities on 

various levels40. Some other works have analyzed the correlation between 

composite indicators of transport accessibility and urban size and 

function41. Wang et al. (2011) demonstrated the close relationship between 

the position of Chinese cities in airline networks (i.e. degree, closeness, 

and betweenness centralities) and their local socio-economic 

characteristics (i.e. total passenger traffic, urban population, and Gross 

Regional Product). Analyzing communication networks in the UK, Eagle 

et al. (2010) argues strong interdependencies between the diversity of 

connections and the economic well-being of localities. Another example 

on maritime flows is the work by Ducruet (2013) about the influence of 

commodity variety on network structure and flow distribution on the basis 

of orthodromic distance and urban areas. The study of interdependent 

spatial networks where diverse types of links connect cities is a buoyant 

research field42, with many implications on the vulnerability of cities and 

transport systems (Figure 3). Ducruet et al. (2011) also highlighted the 

complementarities between air and maritime networks in the formation of 

a global urban hierarchy. This also can be seen in the work of Parshani et 

al. (2010) on the inter-similarity between coupled maritime and air 

transport networks, which shows that well-connected airports tend to 

couple with well-connected seaports in general, based on their respective 

geographic locations and on their topological attributes. Similar analyses 

                                            
40 Amiel et al. (2005); Guimera et al. (2005); Choi et al. (2006); Tranos (2011) 

41 Jin et al. (2010) 

42 Zhang et al. (2005); Rosato et al. (2008); Buldyrev et al. (2010); Vespignani (2010) 
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have been done about French urban areas using seven different networks43. 

Yet, most of the aforementioned results remain highly static and call for 

more dynamic approaches.  

 

<Figure 3>  Impacts of node removal in coupled and simple networks (Source: 

Vespignani44) 

 

In the case of scale-free networks, the impact of node removal is stronger in a 

coupled network (red) than in a single network (blue), with G being the proportion 

of connected nodes and Qc the proportion of nodes needed to disconnect the whole 

network. 

 

III. Network dynamics 

 

Despite the development of transport and economic spatial models, the 

interrelations between them to analyze dynamics in a system of cities 

connected by transportation modes are missing. On the one hand, 

physicists and geographers have analyzed transport network dynamics 

based on topological attributes rather than urban attributes. On the other 

hand, economics has not solved the problem to incorporate network 

concepts and geospatial information in their assumptions and models. The 

topology is as important as the dynamics in the configuration and scale of 

a system of cities. A number of literature has investigated dynamics in 

complex networks, suggesting mechanisms for understanding topological 

changes based on nodes and edges properties45. However, most of the time 

such mechanisms apply to an abstract network space where geographical 

information is not included, as in numerous other methods proposed by 

sociology46.  

                                            
43 Berroir et al. (2012) 

44 Vespignani (2010) 

45 Newman et al. (2006) 

46 Maisonobe (2013) 



Cities and transport networks in shipping and logistics research 

11 

 

One possible solution is to analyze the evolution of spatial networks 

based on the preferential attachment mechanism as the basic model to 

connect transportation and economic perspectives. Its main problem is to 

determine or identify the initial conditions of the network, which are 

not trivial and affect the explanation of dynamics. Preferential 

attachment explains a discrete mechanism whereby a new node connects 

to others based on their level of connectivity or degree47. When including 

the geospatial location of nodes and edges, the probability to connect to 

others depend not only on the degree but also on the Euclidian distance48. 

That is, depending on the type of transportation mode, nodes prefer linking 

higher degree nodes or closer nodes49. Based on an airline network, Barrat 

et al. (2005) discussed the interplay between heterogeneous topology, 

weights and spatial constraints in a model of growing networks. They 

suggested that there is a strong correlation among connectivity, distance, 

and location of nodes that affect the structure of the network: "short 

connections go to small airports while long distance flights are directed 

preferentially towards large airports." 

In accordance to infrastructure networks, the work of Yamins et al. 

(2003) presented a dynamic simulation model where roads grow based on 

two steps: the transportation potential ("total non-connected urban mass")  

between two cities, and the generation of a road based on its cost, where 

the denser the area and the longer the road, the more costly. This 

mechanism resembled a preferential attachment method because attributes 

of cities (location, demand for roads, and distance) affected the creation of 

a new road. In contrast with scale-free networks, land modes presented 

particular characteristics such as a limited number of connections in 

nodes50. Xie and Levinson (2009) also mentioned that the preferential 

attachment process explained the structure of airline networks but less the 

one of road networks due to the importance of cost and redundant routes. 

To go beyond sole transportation network topology where node 

attributes guide connectivity, the inclusion of local socio-economic data 

for cities as additional GIS layers appear as a relevant solution. To analyze 

                                            
47 Albert et al. (1999) 

48 Vinciguerra et al. (2010) 

49 Barthélemy (2011) 

50 Lämmer et al. (2006) 
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changes in the surface transportation networks, Xie and Levinson (2008) 

proposed a complex mechanism that removes an edge from the network 

depending on its performance. In contrast with the generative process used 

by Barrat et al. (2005), they applied a degenerative process that explains 

changes in the network topology (see Figure 4). This study provided a 

good method to combine GIS data, vector, and raster layers, to explain a 

cost-benefit behavior that causes the abandon of an edge. An implication 

of this is the possibility to include different types of information in nodes 

and edges that connect transportation and economic methods. 

 

<Figure 4> Generative vs. degenerative methods (Source: Ducruet and Lugo51) 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

 

(c) 

a) Generative method displays an unconnected graph. b) A complex patter resulted by 

connecting or deleting links with small and large distance respectively. c) 

Degenerative method showing a complete planar graph. 

 

Despite the increasing complexity caused by additional attributes on 

nodes, the dynamic process helps to understand further the relationship 

between socio-economic behavior and changes in the spatial network 

configuration. To date only few studies have used economic fundamentals 

in their analysis of preferential attachment in a system of cities connected 

by transportation modes. Lugo (2013) underlined the relationship between 

preferential attachment and a Cobb-Douglas function, which is commonly 

used in economics, in order to identify rules of connectivity in a system of 

cities linked by road networks. He suggested that such a function based on 

economic theory provided the base to explore different types of 

preferential attachment mechanisms in which geographic, socio-economic, 

and infrastructure information is included. Furthermore, Lugo and 

                                            
51 Ducruet and Lugo (2013) 



Cities and transport networks in shipping and logistics research 

13 

 

Gershenson (2013) analyzed a system of cities connected by one 

transportation mode to discover ancient routes in the Aztec Empire based 

on current road configuration. 

 

IV. Conclusion 

 

All in all, we reviewed important literature related to cities and transport 

networks to discuss how their further integration may contribute to 

improve the current state of shipping and logistics research, not only to 

upgrade the system modeling of spatial networks, but also to advance the 

respective theoretical models. This suggests an interdisciplinary approach 

to enhance our understanding of such systems. 

The science of complexity provides the relevant framework to merge 

models of systems of cities and transportation modes. In particular, the 

increasingly available geospatial data of cities and modes could be used to 

specify and analyze the structure of spatial networks, and the application 

of the economic theory could support hybrid mechanisms to analyze 

network dynamics. Therefore, transport networks and urban studies, 

nowadays, can include mutually and explicitly their characteristics in 

research.  

One of the most important limitations of this agenda lies in the fact that 

interdisciplinary analysis is not trivial. It requires that the scientist 

combines different knowledge and technical skills to produce novel ideas. 

In this case, economics, geography, and transportation insights, and GIS 

technology, complex network measures, and spatial econometrics models 

and techniques are tied by complexity. It is therefore likely that the 

application of such perspective increases only moderately in the coming 

years. It also depends on the research focus, as such integrated approaches 

could contribute to better understand both transport / carrier strategies and 

urban development / planning strategies.  

Taken together, these ideas support strong recommendations for 

scholars, policymakers, and industrial practitioners to include as soon as 

possible an interdisciplinary method and analysis in their research to 

achieve a better understanding of shipping and logistics systems and 

planning highly practical spatial networks on different spatial scales. 
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Future research should be done to investigate how practical and 

time-consuming is this method in designing and operating such systems. 

 

Acknowledgements 

The research leading to these results has received funding from the European 

Research Council under the European Union's Seventh Framework Programme 

(FP/2007-2013) / ERC Grant Agreement n. [313847] "World Seastems". 

 

References 

ABDEL-RAHMAN, H. & ANAS, A. (2004), Theories of systems of cities, in 

HENDERSON, J.V. and THISSE, J.F. (eds.), Handbook of Regional and Urban 

Economics, pp. 2293-2339. 

ABDEL-RAHMAN, H.M. and FUJITA, M. (1990), “Product variety, Marshallian 

externalities and city sizes”, Journal of Regional Science, Vol. 30, pp. 165-183. 

ALBERT, R., JEONG, H. and BARABASI, A.L. (1999), “Diameter of the World 

Wide Web”, Nature, Vol. 401, pp. 130-131. 

AMIEL, M., MELANCON, G. and ROZENBLAT, C. (2005), “Multilevel 

networks: The example of worldwide air passenger flows”, Mappemonde, Vol. 79, No. 

3, http://mappemonde.mgm.fr/num7/index.html (in French) (accessed May 2013). 

ANDERSSON, C., FRENKEN, K. and HELLERVIK, A. (2006), “A complex 

network approach to urban growth”, Environment and Planning A, Vol. 38, No. 10, 

pp. 1951-1964. 

ANDERSSON, C., HELLERVIK, A. and LINDGREN, K. (2005), “A spatial 

network explanation for a hierarchy of urban power laws”, Physica A, Vol. 345, No. 

1-2, pp. 227-244.  

ANSELIN, L. (1988), Spatial Econometrics: Methods and Models, Dordrecht: 

Kluwer Academic Publishers. 

ANSELIN, L. (2006), Spatial Econometrics, in MILLS, T.C. and PATTERSON, K. 

(eds.), Palgrave Handbook of Econometrics: Volume 1, Econometric Theory, 

Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 901-969. 

BANAVAR, J.R., MARITAN, A. and RINALDO, A. (1999), “Size and form in 

efficient transportation networks”, Nature, Vol. 399, pp. 130-132. 

BAR-YAM, Y. (2004), Making Things Work, NECSI, Knowledge Press, USA. 

BARRAT, A., M. BARTHÉLEMY, and VESPIGNANI, A. (2005), “The effects of 

spatial constraints on the evolution of weighted complex networks”, Journal of 

Statistical Mechanics, P05003. 

BARTHÉLEMY, M. (2011), “Spatial networks”, Physics Reports, Vol. 499, pp. 

1-101. 

BATTY, M. (2011), “A generic framework for computational spatial modelling,” 

CASA Working Paper, No. 166. 



Cities and transport networks in shipping and logistics research 

15 

 

BEGUIN, H. and THOMAS, I. (1997), “The shape of the transportation network 

and the optimal location of facilities. How to measure the shape of a network?”,  

Cybergeo: European Journal of Geography, No. 26, 

http://cybergeo.revues.org/index2189.html (in French) (accessed May 2013). 

BEHRENS, K., GAIGNE, C., OTTAVIANO, G.I.P. and THISSE, J.F. (2006), “Is 

remoteness a locational disadvantage?”, Journal of Economic Geography, Vol. 6, pp. 

347-368. 

BERROIR, S., CATTAN, N., GUEROIS, M., PAULUS, F. and 

VACCHIANI-MARCUZZO, C. (2012), Les Systèmes Urbains Français, Paris: 

DATAR. 

BERRY, B.J.L. (1964), “Cities as systems within systems of cities”, Papers and 

Proceedings of the Regional Science Association, Vol. 13, pp. 147-163. 

BEYERS, W. & FOWLER, C. (2012), Economic structure, technological change 

and location theory: The evolution of models explaining the link between cities and 

flows, in HALL, P.V. and HESSE, M. (eds.), Cities, Regions, and Flows, Routledge, 

pp. 23-41. 

BLUMENFELD-LIEBERTHAL, E. (2009), “The topology of transportation 

networks: A comparison between different economies”, Networks and Spatial 

Economics, Vol. 9, No. 3, pp. 427-458. 

BOCCALETTI, S., LATORA, V., MORENO, Y., CHAVEZ, M. and HWANG, 

D.U. (2006), “Complex networks: Structure and dynamics”, Physics Reports, Vol. 

424, pp. 175-308. 

BRETAGNOLLE, A. and PUMAIN, D. (2010), “Simulating urban networks 

through multiscalar space-time dynamics (Europe and United States, 17th -20th 

centuries)”, Urban Studies, Vol. 47, No. 13, pp. 2819-2839. 

BRETAGNOLLE, A., GIRAUD, T. and VERDIER, N. (2010), “Modéliser 

l’efficacité d’un réseau: Le cas des routes de poste en France (1632, 1833)”, L’Espace 

Géographique, Vol. 39, No. 2, pp. 117-131.  

BULDYREV, S.V., PARSHANI, R., PAUL, G., STANLEY, H.E. and HAVLIN, S. 

(2010), “Catastrophic cascade of failures in interdependent networks”, Nature, Vol. 

464, pp. 1025-1028. 

CHOI, J.H., BARNETT, J.A. and CHON, B.S. (2006), “Comparing world city 

networks: A network analysis of Internet backbone and air transport intercity 

linkages”, Global Networks, Vol. 6, No. 1, pp. 81-99. 

CICERI, M.F., MARCHAND, B. and RIMBERT, S. (1977), Introduction à 

l’Analyse de l’Espace, Paris: Masson. 

DANCOISNE, P. (1984), Théorie des Graphes et Constitution du Réseau Ferré 

Français, Unpublished PhD in Geography, Paris: Université Paris I. 

DE MONTIS, A., BARTHÉLEMY, M., CHESSA, A. and VESPIGNANI, A. 

(2007), “The structure of inter-urban traffic: A weighted network analysis”, 

Environment and Planning B, Vol. 34, pp. 905-924. 

DENG, W.B., LONG, G., WEI, L. and XU, C. (2009), “Worldwide marine 



 16 

transportation network: efficiency and container throughput”, Chinese Physics Letters, 

Vol. 26, No. 11, 118901. 

DESMET, K. and ROSSI-HANSBERG, E. (2010), “On spatial dynamics”, Journal 

of Regional Science, Vol. 50, No. 1, pp. 43-63.  

DOBRUSZKES, F., LENNERT, M. and VAN HAMME, G. (2011), “An analysis 

of the determinants of air traffic volume for European metropolitan areas”, Journal of 

Transport Geography, Vol. 19, No. 4, pp. 755-762. 

DORNIER, P. & FENDER, M. (2007), La Logistique Globale et le Supply Chain 

Management, Paris: Eyrolles.  

DUCRUET, C. (2013), “Network diversity and maritime flows”, Journal of 

Transport Geography, Vol. 30, pp. 77-88. 

DUCRUET, C. and BEAUGUITTE L. (2013), “Spatial science and network 

science: review and outcomes”. Networks and Spatial Economics (forthcoming).  

DUCRUET, C., IETRI, D. and ROZENBLAT, C. (2011), “Cities in worldwide air 

and sea flows: A multiple networks analysis”, Cybergeo: European Journal of 

Geography, No. 528, http://cybergeo.revues.org/23603 (accessed May 2013). 

DUCRUET, C. and LEE, S.W. (2006), “Frontline soldiers of globalisation: 

Port-city evolution and regional competition”, Geojournal, Vol. 67, No. 2, pp. 

107-122.  

DUCRUET, C. & LUGO, I. (2013), Structure and dynamics of transportation 

networks: Models, concepts, and applications, in RODRIGUE, J.P., NOTTEBOOM, 

T.E. and SHAW, J. (eds.), The SAGE Handbook of Transport Studies, SAGE 

Publications Ltd., pp. 347-364. 

EAGLE, N., MACY, M. and CLAXTON, R. (2010), “Network diversity and 

economic development”, Science, Vol. 328, pp. 1029-1031. 

FLEMING, D.K. and HAYUTH, Y. (1994), “Spatial characteristics of 

transportation hubs: centrality and intermediacy”, Journal of Transport Geography, 

Vol. 2, No. 1, pp. 3-18. 

FUJITA, M. and MORI, T. (1996), “The role of ports in the making of major cities: 

self-agglomeration and hub-effect,” Journal of Development Economics, Vol. 49, No. 1, pp. 

93-120.  

FUJITA, M., KRUGMAN, P. and VENABLES, A. (2001), The Spatial Economy, 

Cambridge and London: MIT Press.  

GARRISON, W.L. (1960), “Connectivity of the interstate highway system”, Papers 

and Proceedings of the Regional Science Association, Vol. 6, pp. 121-137. 

GARRISON, W.L. & MARBLE, D.F. (1974), Graph theoretic concepts, in ELIOT 

HURST, M.E. (ed.), Transportation Geography: Comments and Readings, New York: 

McGraw, pp.58-80. 

GASTNER, M.T. and NEWMAN, M.E.J. (2004), “The spatial structure of 

networks”, The European Physical Journal B, Vol. 49, pp. 247-252. 

GLEYZE, J.F. (2007), “Making allowances for spatial and network effects when 



Cities and transport networks in shipping and logistics research 

17 

 

assessing indicators on infrastructure network nodes”, Cybergeo: European Journal 

of Geography, No. 370, http://cybergeo.revues.org/index5532.html (in French) 

(accessed May 2013). 

GLEYZE J.F. (2013), Topological clustering for geographical networks, in 

ROZENBLAT C. and MELANCON G. (eds.), Methods for Multilevel Analysis and 

Visualization of Geographical Networks, Springer, pp. 33-53. 

GORMAN, S.P., PATUELLI, R., REGGIANI, A., NIJKAMP, P., KULKARNI, R. 

& HAAG, G. (2007), An application of complex network theory to German 

commuting patterns, in FRIESZ, T.L. (ed.), Network Science, Nonlinear Science and 

Infrastructure Systems, New York: Springer, pp. 167-185. 

GUIDA, M. and MARIA, F. (2007), “Topology of the Italian airport network: A 

scale-free small-world network with a fractal structure?”, Chaos, Solitons and 

Fractals, Vol. 31, No. 3, pp. 527-536. 

GUIMERA, R., MOSSA, S., TURTSCHI, A. and AMARAL, L.A.N. (2005), “The 

worldwide air transportation network: Anomalous centrality, community structure, 

and cities’ global roles”, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, Vol. 102, 

No. 22, pp. 7794-7799. 

HAGGETT, P. and CHORLEY, R. (1969), Network Analysis in Geography, 

London: Edward Arnold. 

HALL, P.V., HESSE, M. (2012), Cities, Regions and Flows, Routledge. 

HENDERSON, J.V. (1974), “The sizes and types of cities”, American Economic 

Review, Vol. 64, pp. 640-656. 

HU, Y. and ZHU, D. (2009), “Empirical analysis of the worldwide maritime 

transportation network”, Physica A, Vol. 388, No. 10, pp. 2061-2071. 

JACOBS, W., DUCRUET, C. and DE LANGEN, P.W. (2010), “Integrating world 

cities into production networks: The case of port cities”, Global Networks, Vol. 10, 

No. 1, pp. 92-113. 

JACOBS, W., KOSTER, H.R.A. and HALL, P.V. (2011), “The location and global 

network structure of maritime advanced producer services”, Urban Studies, Vol. 48, 

No. 13, pp. 2749-2769. 

JIN, F., WANG, C., LI, X. and WANG, J. (2010), “China’s regional transport 

dominance: Density, proximity, and accessibility”, Journal of Geographical Sciences, 

Vol. 20, No. 2, pp. 295-309. 

KALUZA, P., KOELZSCH, A., GASTNER, M.T., and BLASIUS, B. (2010), “The 

complex network of global cargo ship movements”, Journal of the Royal Society 

Interface, Vol. 7, pp. 1093-1103. 

KANSKY, K. (1963), The Structure of Transportation Networks: Relationships 

Between Network Geography and Regional Characteristics, Research Paper No. 84, 

Chicago: University of Chicago. 

KEELING, D.J. (2007), “Transportation geography: New directions on well-worn 

trails,” Progress in Human Geography, Vol. 31, No. 2, pp. 217-225. 



 18 

KRUGMAN, P. (1991), “Increasing returns and economic geography”, Journal of 

Political Economy, Vol. 99, pp. 483-499. 

KRUGMAN, P. (1996), The Self Organizing Economy, Wiley-Blackwell. 

KUBY, M., TIERNEY, S., ROBERTS, T. and UPCHURCH, C. (2005), A 

comparison of geographic information systems, complex networks, and other models 

for analyzing transportation network topologies, NASA Center for Aerospace 

Information (CASI), Contractor Report No. 2005-213522.  

KURANT, M. and THIRAN, P. (2006a), “Extraction and analysis of traffic and 

topologies of transportation networks”, Physical Review E, Vol. 74, No. 3, pp. 36114. 

KURANT, M. and THIRAN, P. (2006b), “Layered complex networks”. Physical 

Review Letters, Vol. 96, pp. 138701. 

LAFOURCADE, M. & THISSE, J.F. (2011), New Economic Geography: The role 

of transport costs, in DE PALMA, A., LINDSEY, R., QUINET, E. and 

VICKERMAN, R. (eds.), Handbook of Transport Economics, Cheltenham: Edward 

Elgar Publishing Ltd., pp. 67-96. 

LÄMMER S, GEHLSEN B, and HELBING D (2006), “Scaling laws in the spatial 

structure of urban road networks”, Physica A, Vol. 363, pp. 89-95 

LI, W. and Cai, X. (2004), “Statistical analysis of airport network of China”, 

Physical Review E, Vol. 69, No. 4, 46106. 

LUGO, I. (2013), “Spatial externalities approach to modelling the preferential 

attachment process in urban systems”, Proceedings of the European Conference of 

Complex Systems 2012, Lecture Notes in Computer Science, Springer (forthcoming). 

LUGO, I. and GERSHENSON, C. (2013), “Decoding road networks into ancient 

routes: The case of the Aztec Empire in Mexico”, Proceedings of 2nd International 

Conference on Complex Sciences: Theory and Applications, Springer (forthcoming). 

MAISONOBE, M. (2013), Analyses dynamiques et longitudinales de réseaux, 

FMR Working Paper, http://halshs.archives-ouvertes.fr/halshs-00811672 (Accessed 

May 2013).  

MELANCON G. & ROZENBLAT C. (2013), Structural analysis of networks, in 

ROZENBLAT C. and MELANCON G. (eds.), Methods for Multilevel Analysis and 

Visualization of Geographical Networks, Springer, pp. 69-80.  

NEAL, Z.P. (2011), “The causal relationship between employment and business 

networks in U.S. cities,” Journal of Urban Affairs, Vol. 33, No. 2, pp. 167-184. 

NEWMAN, M.E.J., BARABÁSI, A.L. and WATTS, D. (2006), The Structure and 

Dynamics of Networks, Princeton University Press. 

NG, A.K.Y. (2013), “The evolution and research trends of port geography,” The 

Professional Geographer, Vol. 65, No. 1, pp. 65-86.  

NYSTUEN, J.D. and DACEY, M.F. (1961), “A graph theory interpretation of 

nodal regions”, Papers in Regional Science, Vol. 7, No. 1, pp. 29-42. 

O’KELLY, M.E. (1998), “A geographer’s analysis of hub-and-spoke networks”, 

Journal of Transport Geography, Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 171-186. 



Cities and transport networks in shipping and logistics research 

19 

 

PARSHANI, R., ROZENBLAT, C., IETRI, D., DUCRUET, C. and HAVLIN, S. 

(2010) “Intersimilarity between coupled networks”, Europhysics Letters, Vol. 92, pp. 

68002. 

PATUELLI, R., REGGIANI, A., GORMAN, S., NIJKAMP, P. and BADE, F. 

(2007), “Network analysis of commuting flows: A comparative static approach to 

German data”, Networks and Spatial Economics, Vol. 7, No. 4, pp. 315-331.  

PFLIEGER, G. and ROZENBLAT, C. (2010), “Introduction. Urban networks and 

network theory: The city as the connector of multiple networks”, Urban Studies, Vol. 

47, No. 13, pp. 2723-2735.  

PUMAIN, D. (2006), Alternative explanation of hierarchical differentiation in 

urban systems, in Pumain D. (ed.), Hierarchy in Natural and Social Sciences, 

Springer, Methodos Series 3, pp. 169-222. 

RODRIGUE, J.P., COMTOIS, C. & SLACK, B. (eds.) (2009) The Geography of 

Transport Systems, Second Edition, New York: Routledge. 

ROSATO, V., ISSACHAROFF, L., TIRITICCO, F., MELONI, S., DE 

PORCELLINIS, S. and SETOLA, R. (2008), “Modelling interdependent 

infrastructures using interacting dynamical models”, International Journal of Critical 

Infrastructures, Vol. 4, No. 1-2, pp. 63-79. 

ROSSI-HANSBERG, E. (2005), “A spatial theory of trade,” American Economic 

Review, Vol. 95, pp. 1464-1491. 

ROZENBLAT, C. (2010), “Opening the black box of agglomeration economies for 

measuring cities’ competitiveness through international firm networks”, Urban 

Studies, Vol. 74, No. 13, pp. 2841-2865. 

ROZENBLAT C. & MELANCON G. (2013), A small world perspective on urban 

systems, in ROZENBLAT C. and MELANCON G. (eds.), Methods for Multilevel 

Analysis and Visualization of Geographical Networks, Springer, pp. 19-32.  

ROZENBLAT, C. & PUMAIN, D. (2006), Firm linkages, innovation and the 

evolution of urban systems, in TAYLOR, P.J., DERUDDER, B., SAEY, P. and 

WITLOX, F. (eds.), Cities in Globalization: Practices, Policies and Theories, London: 

Routledge, pp. 130-156. 

SCHINTLER, L.A., KULKARNI, R., GORMAN, S. and STOUGH, R. (2007), 

“Using raster-based GIS and graph theory to analyze complex networks”, Networks 

and Spatial Economics, Vol. 7, No. 4, pp. 301-313. 

SEN, P., DASGUPTA, S., CHATTERJEE, A., SREERAM, P.A., MUKHERJEE, 

G. and MANNA, S.S. (2003), “Small-world properties of the Indian railway network”, 

Physical Review E, Vol. 67, No. 3, 036106. 

TAAFFE, E.J., MORRILL, R.L. and GOULD, P.R. (1963), “Transport expansion 

in underdeveloped countries: A comparative analysis”, Geographical Review, Vol. 4, 

pp. 503-529. 

TISSANDIER, P., PHAN QUANG T.T. & ARCHAMBAULT D. (2013) Defining 

polycentric urban areas through commuting cohesion in France, in ROZENBLAT C. 

and MELANCON G. (eds.), Methods for Multilevel Analysis and Visualization of 



 20 

Geographical Networks, Springer, pp. 189-206.  

TRANOS, E. (2011), “The topology and the emerging urban geographies of the 

Internet backbone and aviation networks in Europe: A comparative study”, 

Environment and Planning A, Vol. 43, pp. 378-392.  

VESPIGNANI, A. (2010) “Complex networks: The fragility of interdependency”, 

Nature, Vol. 464, pp. 984-985.  

VICKERMAN, R., SPIECKERMAN, K., and WEGENER, M. (1999), 

“Accessibility and regional development in Europe,” Regional Studies, Vol. 33, No. 1, pp. 

1-15. 

VINCIGUERRA, S., FRENKEN, K. and VALENTE, M. (2010), “The geography of Internet 

infrastructure: An evolutionary simulation approach based on preferential attachment”. Urban 

Studies, Vol. 47, No. 9, pp. 1969-1984. 

WANG, J., JIN, F., MO, H. and WANG, F. (2009) “Spatiotemporal evolution of 

China’s railway network in the 20th century: An accessibility approach”, 

Transportation Research Part A, Vol. 43, pp. 765-778. 

WANG, J., MO, H., WANG, F. and JIN, F. (2011), “Exploring the network 

structure and nodal centrality of China's air transport network: A complex network 

approach,” Journal of Transport Geography, Vol. 19, No. 4, pp. 712-721. 

WATERS, N.M. (2006) Network and nodal indices: measures of complexity and 

redundancy: A review, in REGGIANI, A. and NIJKAMP, P. (eds.), Spatial Dynamics, 

Network and Modelling, Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing Ltd., pp. 13-33.  

WILSON, A.G. (1967), “A statistical theory of spatial distribution models”, 

Transportation Research, Vol. 1, pp. 253-269. 

WILSON, A.G. (1970), Entropy in Urban and Regional Modelling, London: Pion. 

WILSON, A.G. (2012), Urban and regional modelling: The science and 

contributions to planning, CASA working paper, No. 187. 

WILSON, W.J. (1987), The Truly Disadvantaged, Chicago: University of Chicago 

Press. 

XIE, F. and LEVINSON, D. (2008), “The weakest link: The decline of the surface 

transportation network,” Transportation Research Part E, Vol. 44, pp. 100-113. 

XIE, F. and LEVINSON, D. (2009), “Modeling the growth of transportation 

networks: A comprehensive review”, Networks and Spatial Economics, Vol. 9, No. 3, 

pp. 291-307. 

XU, X., HU, J. and LIU, F. (2007), “Empirical analysis of the ship-transport 

network of China”, Chaos, Vol. 17, No. 2, pp. 023129. 

YAMINS, D., RASMUSSEN, S. and FOGEL, D. (2003), “Growing urban roads”, 

Network and Spatial Economics, Vol. 3, pp. 69-85. 

ZHANG, P.C., PEETA, S. and FRIESZ, T. (2005), “Dynamic game theoretic 

model of multi-layer infrastructure networks”, Networks and Spatial Economics, Vol. 

5, pp. 147-178. 


